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SUMMARY 
The Cupsuptic River, a tributary to Mooselookmeguntic Lake in the Rangeley chain of 
lakes in Western Maine, provides habitat for wild brook trout (Salvelinus fontinalis) and, to a 
lesser extent, landlocked salmon (Sa/mo salar). The lower portion of the river serves as 
spawning and nursery habitat for Mooselookmeguntic Lake's salmonid population. The 
Cupsuptic River is 19.3 miles long and has a drainage area of 62.5 square miles. A more detailed 
description of the river is presented in Interim Summary Report No. 1 (Bonney et. al. 1998). 
Degradation of the river resulting from timber harvesting operations conducted in the 
1960s prompted a request by the Rangeley Guide' s and Sportsmen's Association for the 
Department of Inland Fisheries and Wildlife (DIFW) to assess the feasibility of habitat 
restoration. In a collaborative project, DIFW and the Guides surveyed the river in 1997. In 
addition to documenting degraded areas, we conducted a complete biological survey of fisheries 
habitat, which allowed quantification of the river's value as fishery habitat. Results of the river 
survey were reported in Interim Summary Report No. 1. Since the initial survey, the following 
work has been accomplished: 
• Macroinvertebrate sampling conducted at river mile 8.7 in 1998 confirmed that the Cupsuptic 
River's water quality is excellent. 
• Detailed stream measurements were made at six transect sites in 1999 to confirm stream 
classifications and to assess river stability. 
• In 1998, the Environmental Science class of Rangeley High School dredged in excess of 10 
cubic yards of sediment from a filled-in-pool in an effort to increase water volume and 
therefore restore adult brook trout habitat. The subsequent refilling of the pool as a result of 
sediment transport has prompted further efforts - scheduled for the summer of 2000 - to 
reduce sediment transport or to remove it through flow manipulation. 
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• Additional brook trout population estimates were made in 1999 to obtain abundance 
estimates by stream classification. 
• A season-long angler survey conducted on the lower 7.4 miles of the river in 1998 indicated 
that a total of 484 anglers (69 anglers/mi) fished the river. They caught and released 430 
brook trout (61/mi), which averaged 160 mm (6.3 in) in length. 
INTRODUCTION 
Although the 1997 Cupsuptic River survey accomplished the goals of quantifying 
fisheries habitat and identifying degraded reaches, additional work remained to be done. This 
report includes the results of work accomplished during the 1998 and 1999 field seasons as well 
as recommendations for ad~itional work. Work completed since the initial survey includes a 
macroinvertebrate survey; geomorphic stream classifications; restoration of pool volume by 
mechanical dredging; additional brook trout population estimates; and the results of a 
season-long creel survey conducted on the lower portion of the river. 
HABITAT QUALITY AND QUANTITY 
Water Quality 
Like most forested Maine rivers, the Cupsuptic River and its drainage have been 
extensively modified over a period of many decades, both indirectly as a result of timber harvest 
within the watershed, and directly to accommodate the downstream movement of timber. The 
last intensive clear-cut within the drainage that resulted in severe siltation occurred in the 1960's. 
Since that time, through the implementation of responsible forestry management and land use 
practices, the river has been less impacted by timber harvesting. Nonetheless, recovery from 
degradation is a slow process, measured in decades. The 1997 river survey revealed the 
remnants of four log-driving dams, a log landing, and evidence of channel straightening 
(Appendix 4). The most obvious remaining fisheries impact today is the continued loss of pool 
volume. 
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The Cupsuptic River's water quality has been designated Class A by the Maine 
Department of Environmental Protection (DEP), indicating the highest rating given for fresh 
surface waters. Waters of this class are suitable for recreational purposes and for public water 
supplies after disinfection. In response to habitat degradation resulting from clear cutting within 
the drainage in the 1960s, macroinvertebrate monitoring was conducted by the Department of 
Environmental Protection in 1976. Sampling was conducted Yi mile above Cupsuptic (Big) 
Falls, at river mile 8.7. Results indicated that productivity was "low by comparison with other 
Maine rivers". The report concluded that "[t]here appears to be no impact on the Cupsuptic 
River [from siltation resulting from extensive logging within the watershed] at this time. The 
habitat is such that it is naturally low in productivity. Effects of siltation such as increased 
turbidity, covering or clogging of the substrate were not observed. The [macroinvertebrate] 
community is made up of a number of types of filter feeders and gill breathing types which might 
be eliminated by abnormal siltation." 
Benthic macroinvertebrate sampling was repeated by the Department of Environmental 
Protection as part of their River and Stream Biological Monitoring program at the same location . 
in 1998. Rock-filled mesh bags were placed in the river from August 4 to September 2. 
Macrophytes that had colonized the bags and rocks during the month-long period were removed, 
preserved, and later analyzed. The numbers and species of insects that colonize the rocks are 
used as indicators of water quality, as aquatic insect species are differentially tolerant to 
pollution. Pollution-sensitive insects made up the majority of the sample, confirming that the 
Cupsuptic still meets Class A standards, defined as "natural habitat for aquatic life; aquatic life 
shall be as naturally occurs" (Davies and Tsomides 1997). The cleanness of the water was 
emphasized by the presence of several insect genera that are absent from most Maine waters that 
have been affected by water quality degradation (Leon Tsomides, personal communication). 
Water quality analysis was first conducted on the Cupsuptic River by MDIFW in 1996 
and 1997 in conjunction with brook trout population estimates made at river mile 18.8 (Table 1 ). 
All parameters measured were suitable for the survival of brook trout and other cold water fish 
species. 
3 
River morphology 
River reaches were categorized using the Rosgen Classification System, a method of 
classifying stream channel reaches based on measurable morphological characteristics. For this 
report, the river was classified to determine its broad morphological characterization (Level I), 
description (Level II), and condition (Level III) assessment (Rosgen 1996). Level I analysis, 
which can be determined from maps and aerial photographs, results in broad categories (lettered 
from A through G) that describe the stream's morphological features (Appendix 1). As an 
example, Class C describes a winding reach of stream characterized by riffles, pools, and point 
bars. Level II stream classification adds a numeric substrate descriptor, graduated in size from 
bedrock (1) to silt (6) (Appendix 2). Based on these criteria, the length of the Cupsuptic River 
was classified 63% C, 21 % F, 10% A, and 6% B (Table 2). 
Level III criteria include entrenchment ratio (width of the flood prone area at an elevation 
twice the maximum bankfull depth/bankfull width), width/depth ratio (ratio ofbankfull 
width/mean bankfull depth), sinuosity (stream length/valley length), and meander width ratio. In 
the summer of 1999, detailed stream measurements were made at six transect sites to delineate 
stream types and to determine the accuracy of level I and II classifications as determined from 
maps and aerial photographs (Table 3). For the most part, initial assessments had been correctly 
assigned, but the 4.1 mile reach upstream of Little Falls was reassigned from Class E to Class F 
on the basis of these measurements. 
HABITAT EVALUATION AND POTENTIAL FOR RESTORATION 
Evaluation 
At the time of the survey, portions of the Cupsuptic watershed showed evidence of 
instability. In the upper watershed, debris dams and eroding stream banks indicate severe flow 
fluctuations. Accumulations of fines, including sand and silt, are evident in low-velocity areas 
the entire length of the river. In the lower sections of the river, characterized by 'deadwaters' 
and runs, organic fines are the predominant substrate type. Of the six sections rated for stability, 
the lowermost four fell within the 'good' category. As the slope increased upstream, however, 
stability indicators declined; that at river mile 15.3 was rated as 'fair' and that at river mile 19.6 
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was rated at 'poor'; this rating is representative of much of the river upstream of this site to river 
mile 21.2 (Table 3; Appendix 4). 
Evidence of habitat degradation was inferred from the lower-than-expected number of 
pools. For Class Breaches on undisturbed rivers, pools occur, on the average, every three to four 
bankfull widths; on the Cupsuptic, they occurred every 14 bankfull widths. For undisturbed 
Class C reaches, pools occur every five to seven bankfull widths; on the Cupsuptic, they 
occurred every 11 widths (Table 4). Because pools provide critical habitat for adult brook trout, 
their abundance is an important indicator of habitat quality. 
Despite the widespread evidence of past habitat instability, the only sites identified for 
potential restoration are silt-laden pools with hard (ledge or boulder) substrate. The reasons for 
this decision are as follows: 
1. The Cupsuptic River survey identified ample brook trout spawning and nursery 
habitat; pools that serve as adult habitat, especially in the section of the river above Big Falls, 
were few in number and were frequently sediment-laden. 
2. Pools identified for potential restoration contain discrete accumulations of sediment, 
underlain by solid (ledge or boulder) substrate, thereby presenting a well-defined cleanup goal 
that presents little threat of further destabilizing the streambed. 
3. The option of creating additional pools by installing structures is not being considered 
at this time because of their high failure rate, especially in streams with extreme flow 
fluctuations. Failed instream structures can actually exacerbate unstable stream situations 
(Williams et. al. 1997). 
4. Although the lower section of the river contains extensive areas of sediment, there is 
no practical method of removal without once again releasing silt into the water column. 
Restoration 
In the fall of 1997, four pools identified during the survey as potential restoration sites 
were revisited. At that time their locations with reference to the access road were marked by 
flagging and distances from the river to the road were measured. All of these pools lie between 
Big Falls and the Riverside Camps site; they are located 577, 1,237, 3,687, and 5,137 feet above 
the falls. A portable dredge was chosen as a mechanism for silt removal in order to avoid the use 
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of heavy equipment, to preclude the need of providing access roads, and to allow greater 
discretion of materials selected for removal. Spoils were disposed of in a manner so that they 
were not vulnerable to eroding back into the river. Silt fence and straw wattles were used to 
minimize siltation. This activity was conducted with landowner approval. Fishery management 
practices are allowed in LURC P-SL Protection Subdistricts without a permit. 
The pool chosen for dredging was the uppermost of the four pools identified earlier, and 
is located at river mile 8.6 (0.1 mile downstream of former Riverside Camps crossing). The pool 
was approximately 90 feet in diameter, and depths varied from 0 feet to 5 feet. An estimated 
75% of the original volume of the pool was filled in. The work was conducted by the Rangeley 
Lakes High School Environmental Science class in the fall of 1998 under the direction of teacher 
Chris Aylesworth. The class members measured depths along transects prior to and after 
dredging. The material removed was primarily sand, and dredging efforts were assisted by 
bucket brigades. An effort of approximately 50 work days over a three calendar-day period 
yielded the removal of 10 to 12 cubic yards of silt and sand. 
Pool depths, re-measured in 1999 after the spring runoff, indicated that any temporary 
benefits derived from dredging had been negated by refilling of the pool by transport of upstream 
sediment loads. These results suggest that future efforts to restore pool volume should consider 
attenuation of the sediment source and/or manipulation of the flow to prevent settling of the 
sediment within the pools. An evaluation of the most effective way to proceed with the 
restoration effort is scheduled for the summer of 2000, under the guidance of a professional 
fluvial geomorphologist. A grant in the amount of $5,000 from the Trout and Salmon Foundation 
has been secured for restoration efforts. 
BROOK TROUT OCCURRENCE AND ABUNDANCE 
To date, two river reaches have been sampled for fish species occurrence and abundance. 
Both sites are upstream of Big Canyon (sampled at the Bowmantown Express crossing, river 
mile 20.7; and one mile downstream of the snowmobile bridges, river mile 14.0) where only 
brook trout occur. Brook trout population estimates were first conducted in 1996 as part of a 
statewide program to monitor brook trout populations (Table 5). The results indicate that the 
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abundance and weight of brook trout in the Cupsuptic River is less than the statewide average, 
despite the absence of interspecific competition. The size of the brook trout sampled varied 
considerably by site (Table 6); additional samples will be collected to determined whether size is 
associated with river mile. Growth rates are relatively slow, but is typical of those sampled in 
coldwater, nutrient-poor streams. 
1998 ANGLER SURVEY 
An angler survey was conducted by volunteer clerks on the lower portion of the 
Cupsuptic River - from its mouth near Little Falls upstream 7.4 miles to Big Falls - from May 1 
to September 30, 1998. The number of anglers per party was determined from angler query 
cards located in boxes at trail heads and traditional angling sites. Clerks made vehicle counts 
which were expanded on the basis on the mean number of anglers per party. A total of 39 
anglers provided fishing trip data at boxes and the volunteer clerks interviewed an additional 27 
anglers (Table 7). An estimated 484 anglers (65.4/mile) fished the lower river during the season 
(Table 8). They caught an estimated 430 brook trout (58/mile). The average size of the 36 
legal-size brook trout reported was 9.1 in; the largest was 16 in. All of these fish were released. 
Although landlocked salmon have access to the portion of the river downstream of Big Falls, 
none was reported in the catch. 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
During the 2000 field season, work cooperatively with the Rangeley Guide's and 
Sportsmen's Association to: 
1. Evaluate degraded pools for restoration potential and arrange for/conduct restorative 
measures if feasible . 
2. Electro fish below Big Falls to determine fish species composition in that section of the 
river accessible from Mooselookmeguntic Lake and to determine salmonid abundance and 
growth rates. 
7 
3. Electrofish at the Riverside Camp site to document species composition and estimate 
brook trout abundance between Big Falls and Big Canyon. 
4. Collect water quality information at all electrofishing sites. 
5. Present the results of this work, as well as additional analyses of the data presented 
herein, in a final report. 
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Table 1. Cupsuptic River water quality. 
Water Water 
Location temper- Oxygen Alka- Conduct- velocity 
Date (river mile) ature (°F) (mg/L) pH linity ivity (ft/second) 
8/29/1996 20.7 55 6 6.7 9 36 
9/10/1997 20.7 52 10 6.4 7 36 
8/31/1999 15.3 59 10 1.5 
Table 2. Cupsuptic River stream types by survey section. 
Stream 
Section Length (ft) River mile type Reach General description of area 
1-144 31,880 13.3-19.3 c 1 Cupsuptic Pond to head of Big Canyon 
145-158 2,800 12.8-13.3 B 2 Upper section Big Canyon 
159-179 4,200 12.0-12.8 A 3 Big Canyon 
180-212 6,600 10.7-12.0 c 4 Below Big Canyon 
213-218 1,130 10.5-10.7 B 5 Below snowmobile bridges 
219-266 10,450 8.5-10.5 c 6 
267-285 4,800 7.6-8.5 A 7 Below old Riverside Camp 
286-295 2,037 7.2-7.6 c 8 
296-299 800 7.1-7.2 A · 9 Big Falls 
300-302 600 6.9-7.1 B 10 Below Big Falls 
303-348 13,500 4.4-6.9 c 11 
349-417 21,741 0.3-4.4 F 12 Above Lincoln Pond Road to L. Falls 
417-427 1,415 1.0-0.3 B 13 Little Falls to mouth 
Table 3. Determination of Level II stream reach classifications. 
Entrench-
River Stream ment Width/depth Stream Stability rating1 
mile order ratio ratio Slope Sinuosity type Numeric Adjective 
20.7 3 >2.2 13.6 0.08 1.53 C3 79 Good 
19.6 3 1.6 16.1 0.01 1.28 B2c 84 Poor 
15.3 3 1.4 16.3 0.03 1.15 B2 47 Fair 
14.0 3 >2.2 13.1 0.006 1.26 C4 83 Good 
8.7 3 1.3 19.0 0.03 1.01 B2 41 Good 
2.3 3 1.2 17.3 0.001 2.3 F5 110 Good 
1 From Pfankuch 197 5. 
10 
Table 4. Number ofbankful widths between 12ools2 b:Y reach and stream class. 
Stream Number Stream Distance Bankful Number bankful 
Reach class of 12ools length between 12ools widths widths ex12ected 
1 c 47 31,881 678.3 20.6 5-7 
2 B 3 2,800 933.3 18.8 3-4 
3 A 20 4,200 210 4.8 
4 c 21 7,075 336.9 11.7 5-7 
5 B 5 1,130 226 6.7 3-4 
6 c 64 19,404 303.2 6.6 5-7 
7 A 9 4,800 533.3 11.9 
8 c 5 1,800 360 7.6 5-7 
9 A 3 1,037 345.7 10.4 
10 B 1 1,000 1,000 14.4 3-4 
11 c 27 9,100 337 6.2 5-7 
12 F 37 35,497 959.4 17.5 
13 B 2 1,962 981 14.3 3-4 
Mean B 14 3-4 
c 11 5-7 
Table 5. Estimated number of brook trout per unit of area, Cupsuptic River, 1996-99. 
River Stream Area 
Year mile type (ft2) 
1996 20.7 C3 3 6,181 
1997 20.7 C3 5,339 
1999 14.0 C44 6,280 
Mean All 5,933 
Statewide 5,509 
(1995-96}5 
2Brook trout 6 inches long or greater. 
3Pools and riffles, cobble substrate. 
4Pools and riffles, gravel substrate. 
5 Average of 36 stream sections. 
Population estimate 
All sizes Legal2 size 
46±28 3±2 
50±60 4±22 
51±96 4±0 
49 4 
105 6 
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Estimated 
Percent no. brook trout/mile Biomass 
legal All sizes Legal size {lb/a) 
6.5 922 60 7.9 
8.0 1,013 80 9.9 
7.8 1,348 106 11.0 
7.4 1,094 82 9.6 
5.7 1,522 102± 17.3±12.4 
Table 6. Mean lengths (mm), weights (g), condition (K), and sample size of Cupsuptic River 
brook trout sampled by electrofishing. Sample size in parentheses. 
River Stream A e 
Year Location mile class Variable O+ I+ II+ III+ 
1976 Riverside 8.7 B2 Length 89±8 122±3 147±3 180±10 
Camps (3) (9) (8) (3) 
site 
1997 Bowman- 20.7 C3 Length 63±1 109±3 ·140±6 
town (21) (13) (12) 
Express Weight 2±0.1 14±1 31±4 
crossmg (21) (13) (12) 
Cond. 0.99±0.05 1.09±0.02 1.11±0.03 
1999 1 mile 14.0 C4 Length 73±2 120±3 164±5 
downstream (10) (14) (5) 
of snow- Weight 4±1 17±2 46±5 
mobile (6) (14) (5) 
bridges Cond. 0.86±0.07 0.94±0.04 1.03±0.02 
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Table 7. 1998 Cupsuptic River creel survey methodology. 
No. days No. days River miles surveyed 
Date surveyed m season Method Trip data (from mouth) 
May 1 - Sept. 30 48 153 Clerk Incomplete 7.0 
May 1 - Sept. 30 22 153 Voluntaa (box) Complete 10.2 
Table 8. Results of 1998 Cupsuptic River creel survey. 
Statistics Clerk Voluntaa 
No. anglers surveyed 27 39 
No. angler hours 16 97 
No. and(%) successful anglers 11 11 
(41.00) (28.00) 
No. legal brook trout kept 0 0 
No. legal brook trout released 24 36 
No. and(%) sublegal brook trout released 7 59 
(23.00) (62.00) 
No. legal brook trout caught per angler 0.9 0.9 
No. legal brook trout kept per angler 0.00 0 
Hours to catch a legal brook trout 0.7 2.7 
Mean length in mm and (in) of brook trout sampled 160±8 
(6.3±0.3) 
Estimated total brook trout caught± CI@ 95% 430 (249-612) 
Estimated total brook trout caught per mile 61 
Estimated total angler days± CI@ 95% 484 (280-688) 
Estimated total angler days per mile± CI @95% 69 (40-98) 
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Appendix 1. Description of level I stream types from Rosgen Stream Classification, 1996. 
Pool Width/depth 
Stream type Gradient (%) Profile spacmg Entrenchment ratio Sinuosity 
A 4-10 Cascades 2-3 <1.4 <12 1.0-1.2 
or step pools 
B 2-4 Riffle, rapids 4-5 1.4-2.2 >12 >1.2 
c <2 Riffl e/poo 1, 5-7 >2.2; well >12 >1.4 
point bars defined 
floodplain 
D <4 Braided; >40 n/a 
eroding 
banks 
E <2 Broad meadow >2.2 <12 >1.5 
valleys 
F <2 Entrenched, <l.4 >12 >l.4 
meandering, 
riffle/pool 
Appendix 2. Description of level II stream types from Ros gen Stream Classification, 1996. 
Numeric descriptor 1 2 3 4 5 6 
Channel material bedrock boulders cobble gravel sand silt/clay 
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Appendix 3. Cupsuptic River stream types by section and length (ft). 
Section No. Length Type Section No. Length Type Section No. Length Type 
1 1200 (C2)6 163-164 400 A2 292-294 600 C2 
2-13 2400 C2 165 200 A3 296 55 A3 
14-18 1000 C6 166 200 A2 297-299 545 Al 
19 200 C4 167-168 400 Al 300-301 400 B2 
20-23 800 C2 169-170 400 A2 302-304 600 B2 
24-27 800 C3 171-176 1200 Al 305 500 C4 
28-29 400 C2 177-179 600 A2 306-310 1100 C3 
30-31 400 C3 180-183 767 C3 311-318 1600 C4 
32 200 C4 184-189 1200 C2 319-322 900 C3 
33-34 400 C3 190-193 1000 C3 323 200 C5 
35 200 C4 194-195 400 C2 324 200 C4 
36-38 600 C3 196 200 C3 325 200 C2 
39-42 900 C4 197-198 200 C4 326 200 C4 
43-45 600 C3 199-200 800 C3 327 200 C5 
46-48 628 C4 201 200 C4 328 200 C4 
49-51 400 C3 202-203 400 C3 329-330 400 C5 
52 20 C5 204-205 400 C4 331 200 C4 
53-56 780 C3 206-212 1000 C3 332-340 1800 C5 
57-71 3355 C4 213-217 930 B4 341 200 C4 
72-73 200 C2 218 200 B3 342-347 1200 C5 
74-90 5400 C3 219-221 600 C2 348-364 14600 (F5) 
91 400 C4 222-223 328 Cl 365 200 F4 
92-93 270 C3 224 300 C2 366 834 F5 
94 72 C4 225-227 1200 C3 367 60 F3 
95-99 1000 C3 228-254 10722 C4 368-370 600 F5 
100 200 C4 255-259 2000 C5 371 200 F6 
101-103 600 C3 260-261 788 C4 372-401 6000 F5 
104 200 C4 262-265 1283 C5 402-416 5000 F6 
105-106 400 C3 266 183 C2 417-419 690 B3 
107 200 C4 267 200 A2 420 200 B2 
108-109 400 C3 268 200 A4 421-425 525 Bl 
110 200 . C4 269-277 1800 A2 
111-144 6800 C3 278 200 Al 
145-157 2600 B3 279-280 1000 A2 
158 200 B2 281 200 A5 
159 200 Al 282 200 A4 
160 200 A3 283-285 1000 A2 
161 200 A2 286-289 800 C2 
162 200 A3 290-291 400 C3 
6Stream types listed in parentheses represent estimates for sections that were not surveyed. 
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Appendix 4. Field notes (arranged from headwaters to mouth) recorded during Cupsuptic River 
surve . 
Survey ft. Section Comments 
no. 
1,200 1 Begin survey 1200' below Cupsuptic Pond. Water temp. 19°C 
4,752 13 Porter Brook 12°; river downstream of brook 15° 
5,914 19 Water temp. 15° 
6,950 19 First gravel bar 
7,100 25 Gravel bars frequent. Undercut banks begin. Instability begins. 
7,261 26 Trib., left bank, 14°; main stem downstream oftrib. 14° 
9,928 45 Old 'Bowmantown Express' crossing 
10,128 46 Riffle/run 
10,328 47 Shallow runs with larger gravel 
11,728 55 Red-spotted newt 
12,328 58 Deep runs and undercut banks; excellent adult cover 
12,528 59 Large gravel point bars 
13,728 65 Beaver dam at trib. confluence; water 19° 
14,728 69 Trib. right bank 13°. Deep run, undercut banks 
15,880 73 Abandoned beaver dam 
16,180 74 to 21,680: Mostly riffles, a fe~ short shallow runs. Fontinalis 
16,280 75 Old camp yard on right bank 
19,480 87 Trib. on right 11° 
21,480 90 Scattered emergent boulders 
21,680 91 Water temp. 10° 
26,680 118 Island 
32,280 150 Island 
33,380 151 Old dam 
33,880 153 Island 
35,280 165 Falls 
38,880 184 Island 
39,080 185 Island 
39,280 186 Snowmobile bridges; water 12° 
43,280 203 Water 15° 
45,455 216 Gravel/rubble run with occasional riffles and pools 
45,528 217 Old driving dam 
46,585 223 Trib. right, 14°. 
46,785 224 F ontinalis prevalent throughout section 
47,185 225 Ledge/boulder cascades 
49,013 230 Trib., right, 8° 
51,735 237 Beaver dam; trib., right, 9° 
59,735 256 Little East Branch, right, 16° 100' up 
60,135 257 Small active beaver dam 
61,723 262 Large gravel/sand bars 
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Appendix 4. Field notes (arranged from headwaters to mouth) during Cupsuptic River Survey 
con't. 
Survey ft. Section Comments 
no. 
62,523 264 Minnows observed 
63,806 266 Remains of crib dam 
63,989 271 Old crossing; site of Riverside Camp, 13° 
65,589 278 Pool filled with sand at old log landing; 375' to road 
65,660 279 Trib., right 
65,679 279 Trib., left 
66,789 281 5-foot high falls; stream below falls braided for 200 feet 
67,039 283 Large pool filled with sand; 200' to road 
68,989 286 Braided; high ledge on right shore 
68,175 287 6-foot falls and additional lower falls; spikes in granite 
69,139 291 Deep pool; gravel at lower end 
69,489 293 Silted in pool; 300' from road 
69,753 294 Channel modified for log drives 
69,753 294 Angler caught & released 50 brook trout up to 8" in 3 hours. 
70,149 298 Silted pool; 450' from road 
70,626 301 Head of Big Falls 
70,826 302 Old road crossing above Big Falls; bridge out 
71,026 303 Big Falls; 15-foot drop 
72,203 304 Campsite 
72,365 307 Lost Brook, right. 
73,026 311 Spawning gravel 
74,826 320 Spawning gravel 
75,626 323 Spawning gravel 
78,326 337 Spawning gravel 
97,226 342 15°; evidence of siltation here to Lincoln P road bridge 
105,700 354 Two beaver dams 
105,726 354 Beaver Brook confluence; river 16° 
117,420 412 Cupsuptic Sporting Camps; river 17°; trib. on left 7° 
117,910 415 Remains of old log-driving dam 
117,910 415 to 119,035: Little Falls (cascades; total drop of about 3 feet) 
119,035 425 Cupsuptic Lake at Moocher's Home 
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This report has been funded in part by the Federal Aid in Sport Fish 
Restoration Program. This is a cooperative effort involving federal and state 
government agencies. The program is designed to increase sport fishing and 
· boating opportunities through the wise investment of anglers' and boaters' tax 
dollars in state sport fishery projects. This program which was funded in 1950 
was named the Dingell-Johnson Act in recognition of the congressmen who 
spearheaded this effort. In 1984 this act was amended through the Wallop-
Breaux Amendment (also named for the congressional sponsors) and pro-
vided a threefold increase in Federal monies for sportfish restoration, aquatic 
education and motorboat access. 
The Program is an outstanding example of a "user pays-user benefits", 
or "user fee" program. In this case, anglers and boaters are the users. Briefly, 
anglers and boaters are responsible for payment of fishing tackle excise 
taxes, motorboat fuel taxes, and import duties on tackle and boats. These 
monies are collected by the sport fishing industry, deposited in the Department 
of Treasury, and are allocated the year following collection to state fishery 
agencies for sport fisheries and boating access projects. Generally, each 
project must be evaluated and approved by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS). The benefits provided by these projects to users complete the 
cycle between "user pays - user benefits". 
Maine Department of Inland Fisheries and Wildlife 
284 State Street, Station #41, Augusta, ME 04333 

